State Crimes Against Democracy: A Clarification of Connotations
John Dixon, Scott Spehr, and John Burke State crimes against democracy (SCADs) (deHaven-Smith, 2006) , embracing economic state crimes against democracy (E-SCADs) (Johnston et al., 2010a (Johnston et al., , 2010b , have been defined by deHaven-Smith (2010) SCADs are judged to be conspiracies of high office -intrigues involving oligarchic elites -inevitably, elected politicians, appointed public officials, political party officials, and state contractors -operating outside the glare of transparency -that produce "high crimes and misdemeanors". They contrive, in some combination, to abuse the power of the state for their own personal or their organization's gain, thus attacking the essential creed and covenant of democracy (Kouzmin and Dixon, 2010) . They are the product of action taken by "government insiders". As Griffin (2011, p. 1) notes, Those who have gained control of a State in an ostensible democracy have many means not only for orchestrating major crimes, but also for preventing those crimes (including their crimes against democracy itself) from being publicized. Witt and Kouzmin (2010, p. 783) describe as "the chimerical presence and perfidious legacy of State criminality against democracy". They are said to differ from other, more mundane, forms of political criminality -such as a graft, bid-rigging, and voting fraud -in that they are considered to have the potential to subvert political institutions and entire governments or branches of government. They have, therefore, become a catchcry that captures the spirit of Machiavelli that was put into words by Lord Acton in 1895: "All power corrupts, and absolute power corrupts absolutely. All great men are bad".
This gives rise to what
Somewhat paradoxically, it is the Anglo-Saxon democracies that exhibit the most pronounced tendency to regard with suspicion the arbitrary exercise of power by their freely elected representatives. And among these, it is in the United States where conspiracy theories are most prevalent. Hofstadter (1965) sees this as a reflection of the "paranoid style" of American politics and equates this tendency to embrace conspiracy theories with a sort of social or political pathology.
Others, of course, disagree. As America's global role and the power that accompanied and enabled it expanded after the Second World War, the practice of foreign policy came, necessarily, "to be conducted through opaque processes that bear all the hallmarks of conspiracy" (Hellinger, 2003, p. 205) , where "government power is party to, rather than the innocent object of, conspiracy" (Harding and Stewart, 2003, p. 260) . The prominence of secretive intelligence services, operating precisely outside the rule of law, as protagonists in the "Cold War" especially contributed to this mindset. "Thus, an inherent tension exists between the principle of democratic governance, which depends on access to information so that citizens can make informed decisions, and the secrecy that surrounds the collection of intelligence and covert intelligence operations" (Wittkopf et al., 2008, p. 405) . The impunity with which these organizations carry out their activities is clearly inimical to the workings of democratic politics, that is, democracy by, and for, the people. In this sense, American global power and conspiracy theories are closely related, relatively recent phenomena.
The Cold War stimulated the growth of intelligence services and, at various periods, gave rise to practices inimical to the practice of open democratic societies. During the period of McCarthyism in the United States, widespread covert surveillance of citizens was tolerated and conspiracy theorists of the right persecuted many people, charging them with being secretly in the service of Communists, the country's Cold War adversary. These charges eventually proved to be spurious in the vast majority of cases. Similarly, the present "War on Terror" has led to practices of surveillance of individuals, sanctioned by laws such as the Patriot Act, that are seen by many to be in similar violation
